INTRODUCTION

Spiranthes diluvialis (Ute ladies' tresses) has been listed as Threatened under the Endangered Species
Act since 1992. Prior to 1997, it was known from scattered locations in Colorado, Utah, Montana, and
Wyoming. In 1997, three populations were discovered in riparian and wetland habitats along the South
Fork of the Snake River in eastern Idaho. Subsequent searches from 1997-2000 have yielded 21
occurrences (and one tentative occurrence). From 1997 to 2001, population and habitat monitoring of all
known Spiranthes diluvialis occurrences on the South Fork was conducted with cooperation between the
Conservation Data Center (CDC), Bureau of Land Management (BLM), and Caribou-Targhee National
Forest (Moseley 2002; Murphy 2002b).

In 1998, research to accurately describe the habitat of Spiranthes diluvialis began. The following year, it
expanded to incorporate floodplain research by Mike Merigliano (1996) of the University of Montana and
BLM (Moseley 1998). The research aims to understand the primary successional pathways and the
relationships between fluvial geomorphology, riparian community ecology, and river management in
Spiranthes diluvialis habitat (Murphy 2002b).

After habitat and population monitoring in 2000, it was determined that a more systematic and objective
method of monitoring Spiranthes diluvialis was needed (Murphy 2002a). Annual monitoring of
Spiranthes diluvialis on the South Fork of the Snake River has in the past relied on counting the
observable population of flowering individuals and making notations regarding threats and habitat
conditions at each occurrence (Moseley 1998, 2002). However, the flowering population of Spiranthes
diluvialis is naturally highly variable year to year and counting plants is inadequate for determining long-
term population (and meta-population) viability trends. For example, annual climate fluctuations may
alter the phenology of Spiranthes diluvialis, creating the potential for mis-timed surveys. Plant counts
alone tell us little about the condition or viability of Spiranthes habitat. In addition, subjective notations
on habitat quality may reflect observer bias and do not provide a good reference point from which to
measure changes to Spiranthes diluvialis habitat.

In 2001, systematic, easily repeatable monitoring methods for measuring changes and threats to the
habitat of Spiranthes diluvialis were developed, tested, and implemented. The monitoring methods were
inspired by a Habitat Integrity Index (HII) method developed for monitoring slickspot peppergrass
(Lepidium papilliferum), a Candidate species in the sagebrush-steppe of southwest Idaho (Mancuso and
Moseley 1998). These monitoring methods use an index of habitat change, incorporating what we have
learned about Spiranthes diluvialis habitat characteristics and the effects of disturbance.

Indices of Biotic Integrity (IBI) and similar methods of measuring ecosystem health have long been used
to monitor biological and ecological conditions, mainly in aquatic systems (Angermeier and Karr 1986;
Hughes and Noss 1992; Roth et al. 1996; and many more), but also in terrestrial systems (Schaeffer et al.
1988; Smith et al. 1995; Karr 1997). IBI measure the specific responses of organisms to human
disturbances. Specifically, indices measure changes in habitat quality and ecological processes (Karr
1997). A HII is an outgrowth of IBI—instead of looking at specific organism responses (which are not
always apparent with plants) it looks at habitat. Like IBI, it uses a relative scale with numeric values
reflecting changes to habitat quality (Mancuso and Moseley 1998). Similar indices have also been
developed for evaluating riparian and wetland health and function (Cowley 1992; Smith et al. 1995).

It is assumed that Spiranthes diluvialis generally requires ecologically intact riparian and wetland
floodplain habitat with certain characteristics and specific disturbance levels for population health. Thus,
an index of habitat change, analogous to a HII, incorporating these attributes can be applied.
Importantly, such an index is holistic and realizes that populations respond to the cumulative impacts of
habitat disturbance (Karr 1997). For example, we cannot always predict the exact response of Spiranthes
diluvialis to a single disturbance such as human trampling, but we do know that certain combinations of



disturbances are probably negative (e.g., heavy trampling and grazing while plants are above ground
(removing flowering individuals), plus bank erosion (removing habitat)).

Twenty-three permanent monitoring transects were established at 18 Spiranthes diluvialis occurrences on
public land during the last half of August 2001. An occurrence is a standard database device used
throughout the Natural Heritage/Conservation Data Center network for tracking rare species. Species
occurrences represent specific geographic locations and their delineation is based predominantly on
biological data, but also account for environmental or other factors; an occurrence is often not equivalent
to the biological definition of a population. The data collected provide a reference point for annually
measuring future environmental change at both the population and landscape levels. An index of habitat
change was used that involves the measurement of specific habitat attributes important for the
persistence of Spiranthes diluvialis. The index integrates what we have learned about Spiranthes
diluvialis habitat from prior vegetation sampling as well as current floodplain dynamics and vegetation
succession modeling. The measurements of habitat features use a relative scale, yielding cumulative
values representing current habitat conditions at each transect. If those conditions change, the
cumulative values change. In addition, repeatable photo-points were established. Much of the
information collected this year was incorporated in "Ute ladies' tresses (Spiranthes diluvialis) in 1daho:
2001 Status Report" (Murphy 2002b).

Monitoring Spiranthes diluvialis is a challenging, but important, task necessary for conservation
planning. This habitat monitoring method aids land managers in systematically documenting the long-
term effects of livestock grazing, recreation activities, and other direct and indirect threats to occurrences
of Ute ladies' tresses on the South Fork of the Snake River. The results of monitoring can provide
information pertinent to assessing: the long-term viability of both individual populations and the meta-
population; the status of the occupied habitat; any disturbances or threats to the Spiranthes diluvialis
occurrences; the effects of current and proposed management and conservation actions in occupied
habitat; and conservation actions needed at the occurrences. The method may also be applicable to Ute
ladies' tresses occurrences in other states.

METHODS

Detailed steps for transect establishment, photo-point monitoring, and habitat monitoring are listed and
explained in Appendix 1. The equipment required for these procedures is also listed. Appendix 1 can be
reproduced for use in the field.

Transect Establishment Procedure -Transect start locations were subjectively chosen, based on
occurrence data (from the CDC database), maps, and on-the ground observations. Transects preferably
met the following criteria: were placed in large Spiranthes diluvialis sub-populations; represented the
range of plant community types and fluvial landform settings at different occurrences; captured both
degraded and high quality habitat; and were adjacent to land uses or impacts likely to cause changes to
Spiranthes diluvialis habitat. Two transects were established at large or heterogeneous occurrences with
variable threat levels. Transects were placed to run lengthwise through the center of the Spiranthes
diluvialis sub-population in question. Sub-populations of Spiranthes diluvialis are often linear-shaped
and oriented parallel to the fluvial features (e.g., channel, moist swale, terrace, etc). They are also
usually in the middle (transitional zone) of the moisture gradient from wet (e.g., seasonally to semi-
permanently flooded river channel, backwater slough, or wet swale) to dry (e.g., intermittently flooded
cottonwood/dry bar). There were exceptions to this (e.g., a large sub-population at Annis Island (006A))
and best judgment was used when establishing transects in these locations.

Transects were in the form of rectangular belts, with a tape forming a central baseline. The belt transects
were of variable length (rounded to the nearest 5 m), but limited to no more than 50 m and no less than
20 m in length (preferably 25 to 40 m). The width was fixed at 5 m on each side of a center baseline
(totaling 10 m wide), unless the total width of the habitat being monitored was less than 8 m. If habitat
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was less than 8 m, then the width was 2.5 m on each side of the baseline (e.g., at Mud Creek Bar (009)
and Gormer Canyon #3 (021)). The lengths and widths were chosen to create 5x5 m sampling blocks

on each side of a center baseline (Figure 1). The 10 m total width was designed to capture changes at the
edges of the Spiranthes diluvialis sub-population's habitat. It was okay if the belt transect encompassed
small areas outside of the sub-population's habitat (e.g., water, upland vegetation) because the edges are
where habitat changes occur (e.g., contraction or expansion of suitable habitat). The transect start was
ideally located within about 5 m of the starting and ending habitat edge.

The start of each transect was permanently marked with a rebar stake. The location of the rebar was
measured with a navigation grade Global Positioning System (GPS) unit. Text directions to the rebar
location were also written. Because rebar markers are susceptible to covering by alluvium or removal
by humans, back-up markers were needed. Tree tags, combined with the GPS recordings, were utilized
as a backup for relocating transects for future monitoring if the rebar cannot be found. The nearest

large cottonwood or juniper tree on higher ground, or any other suitable landmark that will most likely
remain fixed for a long period of time (e.g., a fencepost), was marked with an aluminum tree tag and an
aluminum nail. The compass bearing (declination corrected to quad map) and distance from the tree tag to
the rebar was recorded. The transect tape was then laid out in a straight line to the desired length.

The compass bearing and length was recorded. All data (e.g., GPS recordings of rebar and tree tag,
length of transect, and compass bearing from rebar to end, and text directions to the rebar location)
were recorded on the Transect Establishment and Environmental Description Data Form (modified from
Mancuso and Moseley 1998; Elzinga et al. 1998). A field useable copy of this form is located in
Appendix 2.

Figure 1. Schematic diagram showing the layout of a typical 25 m long habitat monitoring
transect.
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Photo-Point Monitoring Procedure -At the half-way point of each transect, a series of four photos were
taken. Photos were taken in the following order: 1) from the center of the transect toward the end, along
the transect bearing; 2) 90 degrees from the transect bearing (right side); 3) 180 degrees from the transect
bearing (toward the start); 4) 270 degrees from the transect bearing (left side). Photos were general
habitat overviews, but not close-ups. A reference point was included in the foreground (e.g., a shrub), as
well as in the background (e.g., a landmark on the horizon, such as a ridgeline or tree). Photos were
taken with a "point and shoot" instant camera set to the widest lens angle possible. Photo-point methods




were adapted from Mancuso and Moseley (1998) and Elzinga et al. (1998). The annual monitoring
photos are on file at the Caribou-Targhee National Forest, Upper Snake River District BLM, and CDC.

Habitat Monitoring Procedure - A checklist of direct and indirect habitat changes and threats, both
human caused and natural, was developed for the index of habitat change (a complete field copy of the
Spiranthes diluvialis Habitat Monitoring Checklist is found in Appendix 3). These habitat attributes
were divided into direct and indirect categories. The checklist was developed by utilizing descriptions of
habitat conditions supporting Spiranthes diluvialis occurrences on the South Fork of the Snake River
(Moseley 1998, 2002; Murphy 2002a). The checklist is a list of important habitat attributes (i.e., habitat
characteristics, habitat changes, habitat threats) that are assumed to affect the persistence of Spiranthes
diluvialis. Measurable indicators, or surrogates, for the habitat attributes were assigned numeric value
classes reflecting different conditions. These attributes were evaluated at both the transect scale (within
the 5x5 m sample blocks) and the landscape scale (at the half-way point of the transect). For all
attributes (except the population tally, which included four classes), the numeric values were zero, one,
or two. The zero class was the closest to the ideal Spiranthes diluvialis habitat conditions; the higher the
number, the less ideal the current habitat conditions were. Habitat data values were entered into the
appropriate field on the Spiranthes diluvialis Habitat Monitoring Tally Sheet (a field copy is found in
Appendix 4). These numeric values contributed toward index output values (means for each attribute
and a cumulative mean for the transects). If the habitat attributes change over time, then the output
values should reflect the direction and magnitude of that change. The following is an outline of the
habitat attributes measured and the rationale for their inclusion. Refer to Appendix 3 for more details.

* DIRECT THREATS AND CHANGES TO HABITAT:

Hydrologic and Fluvial Geomorphic Change:
1) Bank erosion: Some Spiranthes diluvialis occurrences are threatened by actively eroding cut-
banks, meander widening, and flood scouring (Murphy 2002a). The distance from the center of
the transect to the nearest actively eroding river channel bank was measured to track the rate of
erosion at vulnerable occurrences.
2) Deposition: The floods of June 1997 deposited unconsolidated silt, sand, gravel, cobble, or
woody debris on some Spiranthes diluvialis occurrences (Moseley 1998). If deposits are too
deep, Spiranthes diluvialis does not apparently survive. The depth of recent alluvium deposited
within the last 10 years was measured (if greater than a trace) in the sample blocks. Recent
alluvium is minimally vegetated by pioneer species (much loose sand or rocks are visible).
3) Loss of soil moisture at capillary fringe: Vegetation data collected from Spiranthes diluvialis
occurrences was analyzed to determine general habitat characteristics. The total cover of mesic
graminoid species was always 40% or more (Moseley 1998, 2002; Murphy 2002b). Their
presence reflects a specific moisture regime in which Spiranthes diluvialis prefers to grow. If
the site dries due to sand deposition, river down-cutting and a subsequent drop in water table, or
other causes, this loss of soil moisture should be reflected in the change in mesic graminoid
cover. The total cover of all mesic graminoid species typically associated with Spiranthes
diluvialis was measured in the sample blocks. These mesic graminoid species included, but were
not limited too: Agrostis stolonifera (redtop), Carex lanuginosa (woolly sedge), Carex
nebrascensis (Nebraska sedge), Eleocharis palustris (creeping spikerush), Juncus balticus
(Baltic rush), J. ensifolius (daggerleaf rush), Muhlenbergia spp. (muhly), Phalaris arundinacea
(reed-canary grass), and Poa pratensis (Kentucky bluegrass).

Invasive and Noxious Weeds:
4) Invasion and colonization of noxious and invasive weedy species: Prior monitoring
recognized increased competition from weedy species, both native and exotic, as a threat to
Spiranthes diluvialis (Moseley 2002; Murphy 2002a, 2002b). The total cover of all highly
invasiveand noxious weed species (designated under the Idaho Noxious Weed Law) typically
associated with Spiranthes diluvialis was measured in the sample blocks; relative abundance was
measured on the landscape level. These species included, but were not limited too: Agropyron
repens (quackgrass), Bromus inermis (smooth brome), Carduus nutans (musk thistle), Centaurea




diffusa (diffuse knapweed), C. maculosa (spotted knapweed), Cirsium arvense (Canada thistle),
C. vulgare (bull thistle), Euphorbia esula (leafy spurge), Phalaris arundinacea (reed-canary
grass), Sonchus arvensis (perennial sow-thistle), and Tanacetum vulgare (common tansy).
Agrostis stolonifera (redtop) and Poa pratensis (Kentucky bluegrass) were not considered
because they are nearly always associated in large amounts with Spiranthes diluvialis on the
South Fork. For this reason, these exotic grasses are assumed not to pose a short-term threat to
Spiranthes diluvialis habitat. The long-term effect is not well understood (Moseley 1998).

Livestock Grazing Impacts:

5) Hoofprints and scat piles: Cattle (or other livestock) hoofprints and scat piles from this year
are indicators of the magnitude and duration of livestock grazing in Spiranthes diluvialis habitat.
The number of obvious livestock hoofprints and scat were counted in the sample blocks.

6) Forage utilization: Livestock grazing during the period when Spiranthes diluvialis is above
ground increases the risk of direct consumption and trampling of Spiranthes diluvialis plants
(Moseley 1998). The utilization of graminoids (reflected by the stubble height) is an indicator of
the amount and intensity of recent grazing (Cowley 1992). Stubble height (of leaves, not
inflorescences) was measured in the sample blocks.

7) Trails and bedding: In intensively grazed areas, cattle often form trails and beds that are
repeatedly used. Trails and beds can alter site conditions or directly impact Spiranthes diluvialis.
Vegetation may be trampled on lightly used trails or beds or reduced in highly compacted areas
(Murphy 2002a). Trampled vegetation and/or bare ground (excluding rocks) obviously exposed
by livestock trailing or bedding was measured in the sample blocks.

Off-Highway Vehicle Use Impacts:

8) Tracking and trailing through population areas: Off-highway vehicles (OHVs)
occasionally travel in Spiranthes diluvialis habitat (Murphy 2000, 2001). Repeated use leads to
trails with crushed or missing vegetation, both potentially detrimental to Spiranthes diluvialis
survival. The number of recent tracks and trails caused by OHVs (including, but not limited to,
all-terrain vehicles, motorcycles, mountain bikes, and 4x4 vehicles) within Spiranthes diluvialis
habitat was measured in the sample blocks, as well as at the landscape scale.

Recreation:

9) Human trails: Recreation use on the South Fork of the Snake River is growing. One of the
most common results of recreation are trails created by anglers, boaters, campers, and other users
(Murphy 2002a). The effects of repeated human travel in Spiranthes diluvialis habitat are similar
to those of cattle-trampled vegetation (lightly used areas) or bare, compacted soil (heavily used
areas). The number of obvious recently used human foot trails was measured both in the sample
blocks and at the landscape scale. These human trails can be difficult to distinguish from cattle
trails, but they are often associated with campsites or boat landings.

10) Campsite impacts: Sites used for tents, kitchens, fire rings, boat landings, or other activities
(e.g., bathrooms or firewood gathering) also occasionally occur in Spiranthes diluvialis habitat
(Moseley 2002; Murphy 2002a, 2002b). Trampled vegetation and bare ground (soil and gravel,
not generally rocks) obviously exposed by recent human camping related activities was measured
both in the sample blocks and at the landscape scale.

Other Human Caused Ground Disturbance:

11) Roads, houses, excavation, filling, heavy equipment use, fire fighting, etc.: Because
Spiranthes diluvialis is a federally protected species, these potentially destructive activities are
uncommon within its habitat. Ground disturbing activities are more common in the landscape
surrounding occupied Spiranthes diluvialis habitat. They indicate the encroachment of
development and other potential threats to habitat (e.g., weed invasion, vehicle travel, etc.).
Ground disturbing activities were measured both in the sample blocks and at the landscape scale.
Flood control activities were measured in the "Alteration of Floodplain" section).

12) Wildfire: Human or naturally ignited fires, though rare in riparian settings, may directly kill
Spiranthes diluvialis or indirectly impact Spiranthes through altering vegetation succession
(positively or negatively or other site characteristics) (Murphy 2002b). The intensity of recent,



noticeable burns was measured both in the sample blocks and at the landscape scale. Vigorous
herbaceous growth after a fire can quickly mask burns in riparian settings. Charred stumps of
trees and shrubs, as well as a blackened, ashy soil surface, are indicators of recent burns.
Confirmed Direct Loss of Spiranthes diluvialis Individuals:
13) Herbicide spraying, human harvest, disease, or other mortality causes: Dead Spiranthes
diluvialis are difficult, or impossible, to observe and the cause of death may be unknown.
Herbicide spraying is the most obvious and measurable (but rare) possible cause, but human
harvest can also occur (e.g., wildflower picking, medicinal use, propagation, etc.). The amount
of herbicide spraying in the sample blocks was measured.
Wildlife Activitv:
14) Ungulate bedding, trampling, trails, grazing, and shrub browsing; beaver wood cutting
and piling: Wildlife trampling, trailing, bedding, and grazing may have a detrimental short-term
impact on Spiranthes diluvialis (most noticeable in areas ungrazed by livestock) (Moseley 1998).
However, ungulate browsing and beaver activity may positively benefit Spiranthes diluvialis by
opening shrub or tree canopies and reducing woody cover. It is difficult to measure the impacts
of wildlife activity. The level of wildlife activity in the sample blocks was measured.

*INDIRECT THREATS AND CHANGES TO HABITAT:

Vegetation Succession:
15) Competition by tall or invasive forbs (other than noxious weeds): Forb species, both
native and exotic, are commonly associated with Spiranthes diluvialis and most do not pose a
short-term threat. However, increases in cover of potentially competitive forbs (e.g., Glycyrrhiza
lepidota (licoriceroot), Medicago lupilina (black medic), or Trifolium species (clover)) may alter
habitat conditions necessary for Spiranthes diluvialis survival (Moseley 1998, 2002; Murphy
2002b). The total cover of all forb species in the sample block was measured. Noxious weeds
were not considered here, but other weedy species were. Equisetum species (scouringrush) were
also excluded because they are often associated with Spiranthes diluvialis and do not pose a
long-term, detrimental competitive threat.
16) Competition by shrubs and trees: Spiranthes diluvialis does occur in the partial shade of
overstory shrubs and trees, but never in complete shade. Over time, increased cover of shrubs
and trees may alter the light and other environmental conditions necessary for Spiranthes
diluvialis survival. The total cover of all woody species in the sample block was measured
(individuals did not have to be rooted within the block).

Alteration of Floodplain:
17) Levees, rip-rapping, culverts, bridges, causeways, diversions, or other development that
alters the hydrology or fluvial geomorphology of the river: The alteration of flood flows, as
well as deposition and erosion processes, likely affects the long-term creation and loss of
Spiranthes diluvialis habitat (Moseley 2002; Murphy 2002a). Alteration of the floodplain also
affects groundwater tables that influence Spiranthes diluvialis habitat. The presence or absence
of physical structures altering the floodplain of the surrounding landscape was measured.

*SPIRANTHES DILUVIALIS CONSERVATION INFORMATION:

Population Information:
18) Population tally: The number of Spiranthes diluvialis present in the sample blocks is not a
clear indicator of any specific habitat condition. However, Spiranthes diluvialis populations likely
respond to habitat changes. The size of the Spiranthes diluvialis population was categorized in
four population classes.
19) Exclosures, fences, or other measures (including biocontrol insects on noxious weeds):
The BLM and Caribou-Targhee National Forest have implemented measures to protect
Spiranthes diluvialis at several occurrences. In the past, these have been in the form of exclosures
or fences to protect plants from livestock grazing, OHVs, or human traffic. More recently,
agencies have released biological control insects for noxious weeds. The presence or absence of
functioning protective measures along, and adjacent to, the transect were measured.




RESULTS AND DISCUSSION

Transect Establishment and Environmental Description Data -Twenty-three habitat change
monitoring transects were established at 18 Spiranthes diluvialis occurrences between August 14 and
August 29, 2001. Photographs were taken and the Transect Establishment and Environmental
Description Data Form and Habitat Monitoring Tally Sheet were completed for each transect at the time
of establishment. Completed copies of these two field forms are stored at the CDC, BLM, and USFS and
are available upon request. Table 1 summarizes the establishment data and environmental setting for
each transect. To sufficiently monitor larger occurrences, with multiple community types, conditions,
and/or threats, two transects were established. Occurrences with two transects were Warm Springs
Bottom (003), Falls Campground (004), Lufkin Bottom (011), and Pine Creek #3 and #4 (016). Overall,
transect lengths varied from 20 to 50 m, depending on the habitat patch size or site-specific threats at
each chosen location for monitoring. Eighteen transects had lengths of 20, 25, or 30 m. Due to the
narrow, linear nature of habitat at Mud Creek Bar (009) and Gormer Canyon #3 (021), the total width of
the belt transect was 5 m (i.e., 2.5 m on each side), instead of the normal 10 m width (i.e., 5 m each side).
The number of sample blocks per unit length (one block every 5 m) was unchanged by decreasing the
width, but the total area sampled was decreased by one half.

The plant communities traversed by the belt transects were determined by quick visual estimates of the
most dominant plant species. Often, environmental gradients cause intergradations of plant
communities, making community delineation difficult. The heterogeneity of Spiranthes diluvialis habitat
was illustrated by the 18 transects which traverse two or more community types (Table 1). Mesic
graminoid communities were most commonly traversed, especially turf communities dominated by
Agrostis stolonifera (redtop) and Poa pratensis (Kentucky bluegrass) (but Carex lanuginosa (woolly
sedge) dominated patches were also abundant). Elaeagnus commutata (silverberry) communities were
most common in, but not limited to, the upstream half of the section of the South Fork supporting
Spiranthes diluvialis. Salix exigua (coyote willow)/mesic graminoid communities were nearly equally as
commonly traversed as Elaeagnus commutata communities.

There were no apparent relationships between fluvial landforms on which the transect was located and
the plant communities traversed (Table 1). At several transects the primary setting was adjacent to an
abandoned meander/oxbow or a backwater slough; evidence of seasonal or temporary flooding was also
present. Such fluvial landform settings were secondarily classified as flood overflow channels. Only
one transect (Mud Creek Bar (009)) was located on an actively eroding cutbank (on a terrace
immediately adjacent to the main river channel). Ten transects were located within 75 m of either the
main river channel or a larger secondary river channel where fluvial geomorphic processes (e.g., erosion,
deposition, channel migration, flooding) are most active and frequently occur. However, only two of
those sites (Lufkin Bottom (011A) and Black Canyon (022)) appear to flood relatively frequently
(though not every year). Numerous sites were seasonally or temporarily flooded from sub-irrigation.
Three transects (Warm Springs Bottom (003A) and both at Annis Island (006A and B)) were located on
landforms created by human disturbance (e.g., borrow pits for levee or dam construction). The two
Annis Island (006A and B) transects were the only ones isolated from the current floodplain by levees.
Surface soil types were difficult to identify without digging below the duff layer. Evidence of the June
1997 flood (e.g., sand, cobble, or woody debris deposits) was documented at, or adjacent to, nine
transects, but in variable amounts (typically trace deposits).



(atio)

20uLI9) [RIAN] Y3nO[Ss Jojemddeq sisuapad pog-paafjuojoss sysody| I8 0t 6ETSTY ‘1€0E9Y wonog ubgny

30B119) [CIAN[] [oUURYD (vi10)

MO[JI9A0 POO[J YUEq [SUUBYD JALI ATepuodds| unipdalipa wungasinby ‘pioururesd oissw pn3ixa 1Sl y6T 0s LOESTY ‘LEGTIY wonog unyny
197em [eruualad im wnjo31aa0]

‘ouUeyd MOJISA0 POO[J [YSnojs JajemydEq wunjasnby !sisuappd vog-v4afiuojors sisody| 062 §T 81LLT8Y ‘TOV6SY (010) pueis] ONLL

90R.LI9) [BIAN])
Hueqind 3urpous H{ueq [SUUBYD JIAU Ulew stsuagpid voJ-p4afjuojols sysoBy|  1¢1 0z pTS8T8Y ‘TILLSY | (600) Jed 021D PN
paysHqelss
LT g e/ e/ JoasuRs OU (800) 294977 0zua10]
20BLID} [RIAT] “J2)em [BIUUSISd IIM wngo3a1iva wngasinby ‘sisuaiv. -
‘[ouueyd MOJJIOAC POO[J ‘y3nojs 15BmdEq DO J-D42fiU0}01S S50y ‘Divimwwod snudvavpg|  $0€ 54 ZE8SESY “LBISEY (L00) so8pug Wm]
11d mol10q ‘puEiom UIB[dpoO}) -1eM wnip3arwa wnjosinby ;

[eruuaiad (M “M0qXO/IOPUESW PIUOPUEQR| ‘DSouISnuD] Xo4v) !Sisuaipid pod-viafiuojols suSo43y| €8T o€ 9S6vy8Y ‘99s9zy | (€900) pueis] suuy
nd mowioq puejom urejdpoo]] ‘1o5em DSOUISNUD] X2, -PIOUIUIRI3 OISl /DNB1xD

TeruuaIad WIM ‘MOqX0/ISpURIUI PIUOPURQER xog ‘proutwrel oissw wyofitsndup snpndoq| v or ZILYY8Y ‘0€€9Cy | (V900) pue|s] siuuy

208LI3) [RIAN]J ‘10jeM [eluudiad im Wn)0321404 Wnjasinby “SISU?}D

‘JoUURYD MO[JI9A0 POO[J [Y3no[s JsjeMdeq DO J-D.42fjuojo}s sys04By ‘vpmutuod snudoavlg| 91 0T L18YE8Y ‘$T96EF | (S00) PURIS] peodjIey

Bale SUIpeI33e/[BUONISOGop JoJeM WNID3I1DA Wnjasmby (Sisuaipa (§+00)

renuuaiad oYM ‘[ouuRYd MO[JLISA0 POOy) DOJ-D42£iU0J0}S SIS08Y ‘Divimutuoo snudvov)q| 9T 0z 81608 ‘68E0LY punoJ3dure)) sjjeq

JSUNEYD MOIIIA0 POOY) JIEM (V¥00)

JetuuaIad INOPIM ‘MOGXO/ISpUBSW paucpueqe DSOUBNUD] X24D0) ‘DIDINUIWOD SnuSDaD]|  8YT <3 66L808Y ‘L6T1LY punosddure)) sjjeyq

[oUUBYD MO[}JSA0 POOY} s1suavid Do g-p.43fiuolols 175043y (g£00) wonog

‘1ojem Jeiuuated JnOYIM “IopUBIW pauopueqe ‘psousSnupy xa4v?) ‘promuress sisaw wnd1o (WSl 0€E ob $8L9T8Y 9SELIY s8uudg uuem

11d MOLIOq ‘90BLI9) [BIAN IOJBM [RIUUAIIA/M SISuzp4d DOJ-D1JUO]O]S S1SO4BY (v£00) wonog

JoUTRYS MO[1IaA0 pooj {[outeyd paj-SuLids ‘psouBnup) xa4p)) ‘proururess sisowl pndixe apws| LT ST 811LT8Y “OVTIo¥ sBuudg wrem

sisuapid pogd (z00)

20BL13) [BIANY SYUEQ [SUUBYD JOAL UtRwl|  -DJafiuojors sysoBy ‘proutureld oisow wndixe ws|  SEl 0€ TILLT8Y ‘€8965Y yutod aeussBy
Jojem [eluuaIad JNOYIIM DD]]31504

‘|[auuRYS MOJIRA0 pooyy ‘puepem urejdpooyy| s1pyo0a)q ‘psouBnup) xa4v) ‘Dwinuwwod Snu3pav]g ¥ [v4 SOE0ESY “1LSOVY (100) pueis] s,Al19N

(50189p) | (W) (N3 WL
pajed0] Suieag | y3uay ME)S JoasuBL], | (1aquiny JoIsuBL])
ST J09sUBl ] IYAN Swa0jpue] [Bian]f JIsusl j, hn pasdaAsd [ sapiunumwo)) jusjd PIsUBL] | I9suBL] jJO sIBUIPI00D) SdH ANUILINNDO

~1905UE.1} SULIOYUOW JENGBY YIB3 JO SUI)Is [B)UIUIUOCIIAUD PUB B)EP JUIWYSHGEISI JOISUB) Y} JO AJBwImns y °f djqe),




Joem [eralad

F; ‘[outTeYD MO[JIEAO Pooy xeq Jutod/jeranije| wnyp3atpa wngasinby ‘ploururesd oisow pnSxs ios| 112 0z 8v1978v ‘Lssov | (To) uokue) yoejd
ooeLIo) [eiAn]) Jojem [eruusiad pim (120
‘|SUUEY> MO[IRAOC OOy ‘ouuEy paj-Buuids| wnypSatwa wyasinby ‘plourweid oisoul pndrxo XS] S0€ ST 895ET8Y ‘8LOVOY |  £# UOAUED JouLioD
paystjqeisd (020)
e/u gul  eu B/U 1oasuRn OU spue[s] ¥321) menbg
_ (610)
0BLIO} [RIANY $YURQ [SUUBYO JOAL ATEPUOIDS pwnuwoos snudoapq|  €ST ST 0€S608Y ‘6180LY ASJ[EA UBMS JOMO']
[oUUBYD MO[LIDAO POO]J (137eM
Jeruussod JNOPIM ‘MOGX0/IOpUBIW pauocpuEqe piomuuiod snudvavg| 79 (Y4 691718 ‘818S9Y (810) yreuo) saddp)
[SUUEYD MO[LISAO POOJJ ‘13)eMm SISUBIDA
[eruuaiod JNOYPIM ‘MOQXO/I9pUBSL poucpURqe Dog-pafiuoioss Suso4By ‘vipmuwod snuvavjgl €17 44 POy I8Y ‘zsEsoy | (L10)ueuoD Jomo]
puepiom ule[dpOOY ‘1ojeMm [BIUUAIS IM WnD314p4 unasinby 'sisuaip. (9910)
‘[oUUEYD MO[JJ2A0 POO[J ‘Y3NO[s JajeMmdorq PO J-D12fjuc]oss sysoL3y ‘Dipinuimod snusvanly 06 oy L61918Y ‘89ES9Y yit ¥ £# MO duld
[SUUEBYD MO[JI9A0 POOY] “Jojem SISU21D4 (vo10)
Jetuuaiad JNOPIM ‘MOqX0/ISpUEI pauopuEqe PO-D42fjuojo}s S115048y ‘Dpmuwmod snudvavjg|  6T€ o€ 1SY918Y ‘61159¥ v# % € MO 2uld
Paystqeise (s10
B/U ./ B/ g J095URH OU suj[1amogd JoYdIy
pue|}oM UIR]dpOO]] ‘1ajem Wnip321iDA Wnjasinby pIOUTURIS.
Jeruusiad JNOYIM ‘[OUUBYD MO[JIA0 poOY olsowl/wa;jn] Xog ‘plouturess disaw pndix wg| 081 0t 0Z8L18Y ‘128Y9Y (¥10) Si douD auld
(€10)
90BLIB} [BIANY H{URQ [SUUBYD JOAL UTBW ploupuress dfsout pn31xa x1vs [§9 0c SYTPIsy ‘911v9Y p# UOAUED JoULIOD
payslqersa (z10)
g/U gul e B/u 9sueRy Ou # uoAug) Jouuon
(93189p) | (W) (N'd ‘WL
paIBd0Y Supisag | PBudry 1IB)S JodsuBL ], (1aquiny 303sueL])
5] J9ISURL ], JIIYAN SULIOJpUET [BIANL] 195Ul AQ PISIFABL] SIPIUNWUOY) JuBl] PIsusd], | oasusa], |jo sajeuipio0) SJ49 2IUILINIIQO

-jo9sut1) SuLIO)UOW JE}QEY YOS JO BULIIs [EJUIWUOIIALD PUS B)EP JUIWYSIQEISI JII5URLE) 343 JO Adewiuins y "panuiuod y JjqeL




Habitat Conditions at the Population Scale -Table 2 summarizes the mean values for each habitat
attribute measured at the population, or transect scale, as well as the cumulative mean of all attributes.
The apparent population trend at the occurrence was also included, determined from the 2001 status
report (Murphy 2002b). In general, there was no apparent relationship between population trend and the
cumulative mean for the transect. If attributes representing natural, or non-human related, habitat
changes (i.e., deposition, cover, fire, wildlife impacts, cover of mesic graminoids, forbs, and woody
species, and Spiranthes diluvialis population tally) were removed from the analysis, the new cumulative
mean values (representing predominantly human caused changes) also did not reveal any relationships
with population trend.

Hydrologic and Fluvial Geomorphic Change—Deposition and Loss of Soil Moisture: Only seven
transects had more than trace evidence of recent alluvial deposition (nearly always sand, cobble, or
woody debris deposits from June 1997) (Table 2). Deposits averaging at least 5 cm deep were most
extensive along the Falls Campground (004B) and Mud Creek Bar (009) transects. Mesic graminoid
cover below 40% was recorded in sample blocks at 14 transects, but only two averaged less than 40%
cover of mesic graminoid species for the whole transect (Pine Creek #5 (014) and Gormer Canyon #3
(021)). Visually estimating the difference between 30% and 40% cover can be difficult for some
observers and some observer bias may be introduced at this point. Deposition and loss of soil moisture
are sometimes related. For example, a large amount of recent sand deposition may decrease the mesic
graminoid cover, as occurred at Railroad Island (005) and Mud Creek Bar (009). However, mesic
graminoid cover may also be decreased by drought or competition (from invasive and noxious weeds,
forbs, and woody species). For example, Gormer Canyon #3 (021) had relatively low mesic graminoid
cover, but had moderately high cover of noxious weeds (especially Cirsium arvense (Canada thistle)),
forbs (mainly Glycyrrhiza lepidota (licorice root)), overhanging shrubs (including Juniperus scopulorum
(Rocky Mountain juniper)), and occasional boulders. Future data collected for mesic graminoid cover
will decrease the amount of error associated with observer bias or yearly weather fluctuations.

Invasive and Noxious Weeds: Twenty-two of the 23 transects surveyed had values over zero for the
invasive and noxious weeds attribute (Table 2). Of these 22 transects, four had invasive species
(aggressive but not noxious weeds designated under Idaho's Noxious Weed Law), such as Cirsium
vulgare (bull thistle), Phalaris arundinacea (reed-canary grass), and exotic hay grasses. Eighteen
transects had noxious weeds (often in addition to other invasive species). The only transect lacking both
invasive and noxious weeds was Lower Conant (017). Cirsium arvense (Canada thistle) was ubiquitous,
being observed at nearly all transects with noxious weeds. Sonchus arvensis (perennial sowthistle) was
nearly as common (especially on moister ground). Centaurea maculosa (spotted knapweed), followed by
Carduus nutans (musk thistle), was the next most common noxious weed (both observed at two transects
each). Centaurea diffusa (diffuse knapweed) and Euphorbia esula (leafy spurge) (previously
documented as threats at several sites (Murphy 2001)) have not yet invaded Spiranthes diluvialis habitat
at any transect; they are usually nearby on slightly drier soil. The following nine transects had noxious
and invasive weeds at relatively high levels (averaging over 10% cover for the whole transect): Kelly's
Island (001) (mainly Sonchus arvensis); Rattlesnake Point (002); Warm Springs Bottom (003A); Falls
Campground (004B); Railroad Island (005); TNC Island (010); Lufkin Bottom (011A); Gormer Canyon
#3 (021); and Black Canyon (022). A potential relationship between high cover of noxious weeds and
decreasing population trend was identified at Kelly's Island (001), Railroad Island (005), and TNC Island
(010). Monitoring over time must occur to confirm any correlations.

Invasion by noxious weeds and other potentially competitive exotic species (especially tall forbs such as
Tanacetum vulgare (common tansy) are symptomatic of other soil disturbing activities and ecological
factors (Moseley 2002; Murphy 2002b). For example, Rattlesnake Point (002), Warm Springs Bottom
(003A), and Falls Campground (004B) are seasonally grazed by cattle. TNC Island (010) and Lufkin
Bottom 011A) are occasionally trampled by humans (campers and boaters). Gormer Canyon #3 (021)
has a major wildlife trail along the transect. Black Canyon (022) is occasionally disturbed by flooding.
To slow or reverse the spread of noxious weeds on the South Fork, the BLM has released biological
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control agents for Cirsium arvense (Larinus planus), Centaurea species (e.g., Chpho cleonus achates,
Larinus minutus), and Euphorbia esula (e.g., Aphthona lacertosa) (Murphy 2002b). Transects with
biological control agents introduced are Annis Island (006), Mud Creek Bar (009), Gormer Canyon #5
(012), Pine Creek #3 and #4 (016), and Gormer Canyon #3 (021) in 2001. In addition, the BLM released
21 other colonies of insects along the South Fork from Swan Valley to the confluence with the Henrys
Fork. The Caribou-Targhee National Forest has also released biological control agents and used
mechanical control (pulling) on some other potentially aggressive exotic species. Biological control
agents are still being tested for Sonchus arvensis. The BLM will continue to release biological control
agents along the South Fork in 2002, pending their availability. It is too early to assess the success of
biological control efforts. In general, holistic management is required to prevent the spread of noxious
weeds and competitive exotic species in Ute ladies' tresses populations.

Livestock Grazing Impacts—Hoofprints and Scat Piles Forage Utilization Trails and Bedding: Ten
transects, at six occurrences, are currently seasonally grazed by cattle (Table 2). In addition, Railroad
Island (005) is rarely grazed by cattle. As evidenced by the means of all categories of livestock grazing
impacts (quantity of hoofprints and scat, amount of forage utilization at time of Spiranthes diluvialis
surveys, and number of trails and bedding sites), Rattlesnake Point (002) was the most intensively
grazed, followed by Warm Springs (003A and B). Late-season trespass cattle grazing occurred at Warm
Springs Bottom (003) in 2001 (Murphy 2002b). Cattle were also documented at the Falls Campground
(004) occurrence prior to the authorized season of use in 2001 (Murphy 2002b). Late season grazing
increases the chance of direct grazing and trampling of plants, which in turn, poses a long-term threat
due to decreased reproduction. The BLM and the USFS increased grazing allotment compliance
inspections in 2001 due to drought conditions, especially for riparian/wetland areas, to ensure
compliance with the permitted season of use (Murphy 2002b). This prevented any trespass grazing at the
Annis Island (006), the Pine Creek occurrences, Mud Creek Bar (009), and Rattlesnake Point (002).
Forage utilization was less at the Annis Island and Pine Creek transects because grass regrowth had
occurred since cattle were removed. Inspections found that the Rattlesnake Point (002) area failed to
meet grazing standards for stubble height in 2001. The pasture will be rested in 2002. The BLM will
continue allotment compliance inspections in 2002. The BLM also denied requests for livestock grazing
extensions in the fall of 2000 and spring of 2001 at the Pine Creek occurrences (the Five-ways
Allotment). In addition, a draft Environmental Assessment (EA) was completed by the U.S. Forest
Service (USFS) for the Moody, South Fork, and Burns Allotments. The preferred alternative in the EA
includes continuing grazing at the Warm Springs Bottom pasture in the spring (with the cattle off by July
1) and fencing off the Rattlesnake Point area from cattle grazing. Future monitoring will track the
changes to Spiranthes diluvialis habitat resulting from decreased livestock grazing.

Off-highway Vehicle Use Impacts: No off-highway vehicle (OHV) use was documented along any
Spiranthes diluvialis habitat monitoring transects this year (Table 2). The BLM implemented motorized
vehicle closures at Kelly's Island (001), Warm Springs Bottom (003), and Mud Creek Bar (009) in June
(Murphy 2001). However, at Mud Creek Bar (009) an OHV route was established, in violation of the
closure, to access an unauthorized outfitter camp. Fortunately, the OHV route was about 15 to 20 m
away from Spiranthes diluvialis habitat and did not cross the transect. The OHV barriers at Warm
Springs Bottom (003) and Mud Creek Bar (009) will be re-constructed in 2002. In addition to the
motorized vehicle closures mentioned above, the BLM also implemented closures at four other areas
along the South Fork in 2001.

Recreation—Human Trails and Camping Impacts: Seven transects had human recreation trails through
Spiranthes diluvialis habitat, and three of those had associated campsite impacts (e.g., other trampling
related to tent sites, fire rings, kitchens, boat landings, etc.) (Table 2). In addition, Annis Island (006B)
had signs of old firewood cutting, but no recent recreation impacts. Portions of the TNC Island (010)
and Lufkin Bottom (011A) transects annually experience trampling of habitat by campers, boaters, and
anglers. No trampled plants were observed this year, but there is a risk of future direct trampling as
recreation use continues. An unauthorized outfitter camp, with heavy human trampling, was established
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less than 15 m away from occupied habitat at Mud Creek Bar (009) (Murphy 2002b). A trail from the
boat landing to the camp went directly through occupied habitat and across the transect. Though no
trampled plants were confirmed, the possibility of trampling was high and the long-term impacts to the
habitat will be monitored (Murphy 2002b). During 2001, the BLM and USFS initiated weekly to bi-
weekly river patrols on the upper South Fork to maintain dispersed camp areas, to ensure compliance
with regulations, and to increase information contacts with river users. The BLM also conducted a
visitor use survey at upper South Fork boat access areas to, in part, explore visitors' attitudes toward
sensitive species and other river use issues.

Other Human Caused Ground Disturbance: No recent ground disturbance was documented at any
transect (Table 2). Some soil deposition, derived from an old dam (now breached), has occurred along
the margin of Spiranthes diluvialis habitat at Warm Springs Bottom (003A).

Fire: A human-ignited wildfire burnt a portion of the Annis Island (006A) transect during late spring
(Table 2). A mosaic pattern of intensity, from lightly burning the duff layer to full removal of the duff
layer, was observed within the habitat burned (Murphy 2002b). Spiranthes diluvialis was documented
blooming within areas lightly burnt, though it was difficult to draw any conclusions regarding the long-
term benefit or harm of the fire without further monitoring. The BLM monitored the post-fire vegetation
recovery in summer 2001.

Confirmed Mortality of Spiranthes diluvialis—Herbicide Spraying or Other: No confirmed mortality of
Spiranthes diluvialis was observed at any transect (Table 2). No herbicide spraying in Spiranthes
diluvialis habitat was observed in 2001.

Wildlife Impacts: Eighteen of 23 transects had measurable impacts from wildlife, such as ungulate
bedding, trampling or trails, and shrub browsing (Table 2). Impacts were generally minimal and not
widespread. Only Gormer Canyon #3 (021) had heavy impacts, due to a wildlife trail paralleling the
transect. The impacts of wildlife activity to Spiranthes diluvialis habitat, positive or negative, are not
clearly known. More monitoring is required to induce any relationships.

Vegetation Succession—Competition bv Forbs, Shrubs, and Trees: Twenty-one of the 23 transects had
measurable forb cover exceeding the zero class, though only eight averaged between 30 and 50% cover
for the entire transect (Table 2). Transects with forb cover averaging over 30% usually had high cover of
Glycyrrhiza lepidota (licoriceroot), Medicago lupilina (black medic), and/or Trifolium species (7.
pratense (red clover) and T. repens (white clover)). Such was the case at Rattlesnake Point (002), Warm
Springs Bottom (003A and B), Annis Island (006A and B), and Pine Creek #3 and #4 (016A and B).
These three occurrences are annually grazed in the spring and early summer. The soil disturbed by cattle
grazing may facilitate invasion by leguminous forb species. Grazing can also release these forbs from
competition with mesic graminoid species.

Measurable shrub and tree cover exceeding the zero class (over 1% cover) was documented at all 23
transects (Table 2). At Rattlesnake Point (002), Warm Springs Bottom (003A), Falls Campground
(004A), Annis Island (006A), Gormer Canyon #4 (013), Lower Swan Valley (019), and Black Canyon
(022) the average cover of woody species was about 10% or more. The cover classes chosen for this
habitat attribute may have been too low. However, at all but a few transects there was room for
measuring increases in shrub and tree cover over time (Table 2). In addition, observers may have over-
estimated shrub and tree cover in the sample blocks. At this point, I hesitate to alter the cover classes for
this attribute. Additional data collection may reduce error associated with observer bias. It is also
possible that the shrub and tree cover attribute may be less important for determining "ideal" Spiranthes
diluvialis habitat than previously thought.
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Table 2. Mean values for habitat attribute types* calculated for all ple blocks at each tr t. The cumulative mean of all attributes, as
well as Egulaﬁon trend, for each transect ‘E also ‘lncluded.

Occurrence Apparent | Transect |Direct Changes/Threats
(Transect Number) Population | Length (m)| Hydrologic and Fiuvial | Invasive & Livestock Grazing Impacts OHV Use
Trend (m=#of Geomorphic Change Noxious
(atleast3 | sample Weeds
consecutive] blocks)
years in Deposition | Loss of soil}| Invasion & | Hoofprints | Forage Trails & | Tracking &
same moisture |colonization] & scat piles| utilization | Bedding trailing
direction) by weedy
species
'Relly's Island (001) Teoreasing? [23 (0=10) | 0.00 0.00 1.90 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Ra ke Point (002) unknown {30 (n=12) 0.50 0.17 1.50 1.00 1.25 0.50 0.00
Warm Spgs Bottom (003A){unknown |25 (n = 10) 0.00 0.00 1.10 0.90 0.80 0.90 0.00
Warm Spgs Bottom (003B){unknown {40 (n = 16) 0.00 0.00 0.88 1.00 0.75 0.13 0.00
Falls Campground (004A) junknown 35 (n=14) 0.14 0.21 0.43 0.57 0.21 0.71 0.00
Falls Campground (004B) junknown 120 (n =8) 1.00 0.50 1.38 0.25 0.00 0.50 0.00
Railroad Island (005) decreasing? {20 (n = 8) 0.75 0.75 1.00 0.13 0.00 0.00 0.00
Annis Island (006A) unknown {40(n=16) 0.00 0.00 0.25 1.00 0.13 0.44 0.00
Annis Island (006B) unknown {30(n=12) 0.00 0.00 0.92 1.67 0.00 0.08 0.00
Twin Bridges (007) d ing 125 (n=10) 0.00 0.50 0.60 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Mud Creek Bar (009) decreasing? |20 (n = 8)* 1.00 0.88 0.25 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
TNC Island (010) |decreasing? [25 (n = 10) 0.00 0.40 1.20 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Lufkin Bottom (011A) unknown  }50 (n = 20) 0.00 0.40 1.45 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Lufkin Bottom (011B) unknown 130 (n = 12) 0.00 0.00 0.50 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Gormer Canyon #4 (013) {unknown {20 (n=8) 0.00 0.13 0.50 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Pine Creek #5 (014) unknown 130 (n=12) 0.08 1.00 0.25 0.67 0.00 0.00 0.00
Pine Ck. #3 & #4 (016A) ]unknown {30 (n=12) 0.00 0.00 0.25 1.00 0.00 0.25 0.00
Pine Ck. #3 & #4 (016B) |unknown ]40 (n=16) 0.00 0.81 0.81 0.88 0.00 0.00 0.00
Lower Conant (017) decreasing? {25 (n = 10) 0.00 0.70 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Upper Conant (018) d ing {20 (n=8) 0.13 0.00 0.13 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Lower Swan Valley (019) [increasing? |25 (n = 10) 0.00 0.00 0.70 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Gormer Canyon #3 (021) {unknown |25 (n = 10)* 0.00 1.40 1.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Black Canyon (022) unknown {20 (n=8) 0.00 0.88 175 0.00 0,00 0.00 0.00
Total # of Transects with Value >0 in Catagory 7 14 22 11 5 8 0

* The attribute types and numeric values correspond with those in the “Spiranthes diluvialis Habitat Monitoring Checklist” (Appendix 3). The
numeric values represent classes (e.g., 0, 1, or 2, except for the population tally attribute which was 0, 1, 2, or 3) that reflect different measurable
habitat conditions. The zero class is closest to ideal habitat conditions; the higher the number, the less ideal the current habitat conditions are.
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Table 2 continued. Mean values for habitat attribute types calculated for all sample blocks at each transect.

Direct Changes/Threats contini Indirect Changes Total Mean for
Recreation Other Fire Confirmed | Wildlife | Vegetation Succession | Population | Vajyes for Site
Human Mortality | Activity Information Site (tot./16/n)
Ground (sum of
Disturbance results for
Human Campsite Roads, Wildfire, | Herbicide | Ungulate |Competition]Competition| Population each
trails impacts houses, human or | spraying or| bedding, | by tall or |by shrubs & taily category)
excavation,| natural other trails, invasive trees
filling, etc. mortality | browsing; forbs
heaxecuss,
0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.70 0.00 1.00 2.80 64.00 0.40
0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.75 1.00 1.75 2.50 131.00 0.68
0.50 0.00 0.30 0.00 0.00 0.40 1.20 1.70 2.60 104.00 0.65
0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 1.00 0.88 1.63 100.00 0.39
0.07 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.36 0.43 1.93 2.93 112.00 0.50
0.50 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.88 0.63 1.38 2.75 78.00 0.61
0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.25 0.13 1.50 3.00 60.00 0.47
0.00 0.00 0.00 0.75 0.00 0.31 1.25 1.75 2.25 130.00 0.51
0.00 0.50 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 1.08 0.50 2.17 83.00 0.43
0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.50 0.30 1.50 2.10 55.00 0.34
1.63 0.38 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.13 1.38 2.75 67.00 0.53
0.80 0.20 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.30 0.80 2.70 64.00 0.40
0.10 0.15 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.55 0.65 2.05 107.00 0.33
0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.58 0.50 0.67 2.58 58.00 0.30
0.13 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.63 0.00 1.75 2.63 46.00 0.36
0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.17 0.25 1.42 2.67 78.00 0.41
0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.17 1.50 1.17 2.83 87.00 0.45
0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.13 1.31 1.06 2.56 121.00 0.43
0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.60 0.70 1.20 2.70 59.00 0.37
0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.88 0.63 1.00 2.88 45.00 0.35
0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.80 0.60 1.80 2.60 65.00 0.41
0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 1.00 1.00 1.10 2.40 79.00 0.49
0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 .00 0.13 038 2.00 1.75 55.00 0.43
7 4 1 1 0 18 21 23 23
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Population Information—Population Tally: The above ground population of Spiranthes diluvialis
observed along the belt transect is not a direct measure of habitat conditions. However, the annual
population tally is related to overall habitat conditions. It is impossible to identify any relationships from
the first year baseline habitat data, but future monitoring may reveal correlations between changes in
observable Spiranthes diluvialis numbers and changes in specific habitat attributes. The above ground
population of Spiranthes diluvialis observed each year is highly variable, probably reflecting annual
climate fluctuation, prolonged dormancy, and shifting phenology. Warm Springs Bottom (003B) and
Black Canyon (022) had the most Spiranthes diluvialis observed along the belt transect, averaging over
10 plants per sample block (Table 2). Railroad Island (005) was the only transect with zero Spiranthes
diluvialis plants observed.

Habitat Conditions at the Landscape Scale: Landscape level assessments are most useful for assessing
the risk of, or potential for, direct impacts to Spiranthes diluvialis habitat rather than magnitude of
impacts. Table 3 summarizes the values measured for landscape level attributes at each transect. The
transects with the highest cumulative values for landscape attributes were Kelly's Island (001), Warm
Springs Bottom (003A), Annis Island (006A and B), Twin Bridges (007), and Mud Creek Bar (009).
These transects all have widespread noxious weeds and are found in high use areas relatively close to
established roads. This makes the habitat susceptible to impacts from OHV traffic and human recreation
activities (e.g., mostly trails and campsites). In addition, most of the Annis Island occurrence is isolated
from the current floodplain by large levees.

Hydrologic and Fluvial Geomorphic Change—Bank Erosion: Only the Mud Creek Bar (009) transect
was at high risk of loss from bank erosion (Table 3). The transect center point was only 1.9 m from the
active cutbank. Rattlesnake Point (002) was 12.1 m from a cutbank, but this bank does not receive the
full force of the current and active erosion was limited.

Invasive and Noxious Weeds: Ten of the 23 transects had numerous small colonies of noxious weeds
scattered within 100 m, while six transects had widespread, large colonies, of noxious weeds within 100
m (Table 3). As mentioned in the population level habitat conditions section, the BLM released
biological control agents for Cirsium arvense (Canada thistle), Centaurea (knapweed) species, and
Euphorbia esula (leafy spurge) at Annis Island (006), Mud Creek Bar (009), Gormer Canyon #5 (012),
Pine Creek #3 and #4 (016), Gormer Canyon #3 (021), and elsewhere in 2001 (Murphy 2002b). The
USFS also released biological control agents. No noticeable noxious weed colonies were observed
within 100 m of the Falls Campground (004A), TNC Island (010), Pine Creek #5 (014), Upper Conant
(018), Lower Swan Valley (019), and Gormer Canyon #3 (021). However, all of these transects, except
Upper Conant (018), had noxious and/or invasive weeds present at the population level.

Off-highway Vehicle Use Impacts: OHV use occurred with 100 m of six transects (Table 3). Natural
barriers (e.g., river channels, steep and brushy banks, etc.) or human constructed barriers were usually
sufficient to protect all of these transects except possibly Annis Island (006B) (which was adjacent to a
levee road, but does have limited access) from direct OHV impacts. At Mud Creek Bar (009), however,
an OHV route, circumventing the constructed barrier, was established, in violation of the area closure.
The Warm Springs Bottom OHYV barrier had also been by-passed. The OHV barriers at Warm Springs
Bottom (003) and Mud Creek Bar (009) will be reconstructed in 2002 to prevent this problem. The BLM
implemented numerous motor vehicle closures along the South Fork in 2001.

Recreation—Human Trails and Campsite Impacts: Fifteen transects had at least one human trail within
100 m, but only three of those had heavy impacts or more than one trail in the nearby area (Falls
Campground (004A), Mud Creek Bar (009), and TNC Island (010)) (Table 3). These trails were often
(but not always) related to camping areas and boat landings. Ten transects were within 100 m of at least
one campsite impact and two of those had more than two campsite impacts (Mud Creek Bar (009) and
TNC Island (010)). An unauthorized outfitter camp, with heavy human trampling, was established less
than 15 m away from the Mud Creek Bar (009) transect (Murphy 2002b). The relocation of the outfitter
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camp in 2002 should eliminate recreation impacts at Mud Creek Bar (009). In general, recreation
impacts on the landscape level were most noticeable in the canyon stretch of the South Fork from the
Lufkin Bottom area upstream past the Gormer Canyon area to the Pine Creek areas. The large number of
transects in proximity to human trails and recreation sites underscores the risk of direct trampling of
Spiranthes diluvialis and its habitat.

Other Human Caused Ground Disturbance: Fourteen of the 23 transects had some ground disturbing
activities within 400 m (Table 3). Eight of those 14 transects had noticeable impacts, or more than one
impact. The ground disturbances most commonly documented were existing roads (e.g., Warm Springs
Bottom (003A), Annis Island (006A and B)) and developed campgrounds or recreation areas (e.g.,
Kelly's Island (001), Falls Campground (004A), Twin Bridges (007), Upper Conant (018)). The Lower
Swan Valley (019) transect is within 400 m of a housing development in the floodplain. Roads and other
floodplain development may not always directly impact Spiranthes diluvialis habitat, but development is
often associated with increasing the risk of other threats (e.g., floodplain alteration, OHV use, weed
invasion). In 2001 and 2002, the BLM Upper Snake/South Fork Snake River Land and Water
Conservation Fund project acquired two conservation easements, totaling 738 acres, on private lands
along the South Fork to prevent further subdivision and resort development (Murphy 2002b). The BLM
Upper Snake/South Fork Snake River Land and Water Conservation Fund project is currently
negotiating two more separate conservation easements on private lands along the South Fork of the
Snake River. The results of these negotiations are dependent on FY2002 appropriations, as well as
landowner willingness.

Fire: A human-ignited wildfire burnt a portion of the southwest edge of the Annis Island occurrence
during late spring at transect (006A) (Table 3). See the population level habitat conditions section above
for details.

Alteration of the Floodplain: Ten of the 23 transects had at least one physical structure impacting river
hydrology within 400 m (Table 3). The Annis Island (006A and B) transects were isolated from the
active floodplain by levees. Bank stabilizing rip-rap was observed within 400 m of the Railroad Island
(005), Upper Conant (018), and Lower Swan Valley (019) transects. Road causeways, built over
channels forced through culverts that restrict flood flows, were observed at the Kelly's Island (001) and
Twin Bridges (007) transects. Alteration of the floodplain has effects on the pattern, duration, and
intensity of floods and associated erosion and deposition. These fluvial geomorphic changes may also
affect Spiranthes diluvialis populations and habitat. Floodplain alteration is often associated with other
development (e.g., roads, housing, recreation sites).

Population Conservation—Protection Measures: Only the Falls Campground (004A and B) transects
were located within 100 m of exclosures that protect the majority of the Spiranthes diluvialis sub-
population in the area (Table 3). The exclosures at Kelly's Island (001) do not protect the majority of the
Spiranthes diluvialis sub-population in the area. The current constructed OHV barriers at Warm Springs
Bottom and Mud Creek Bar occurrences do not prevent all OHV entry to Spiranthes diluvialis habitat.
The barriers will be reconstructed in 2002. The fence delimiting the campground area at Twin Bridges
(007) prevents OHV access and possibly reduces human foot traffic to the main Spiranthes diluvialis
habitat at this site.
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CONCLUSIONS AND RECOMMENDATIONS

The methods developed for monitoring the habitat of Spiranthes diluvialis on the South Fork of the
Snake River, Idaho, proved to be a relatively quick, easily repeatable, and objective way of measuring
current habitat conditions. Transect establishment was the most time consuming procedure, while photo-
point monitoring and habitat monitoring procedures took much less time. No major changes in the
methodology are suggested for next years monitoring. The first year results using these methods were
not radically different from results of prior habitat monitoring using subjective methods (Moseley 1998,
2002; Murphy 2002a, 2002b). However, unlike data collected with subjective methods, data collected
using an index of habitat change forms a numerically determined baseline from which future Spiranthes
diluvialis habitat changes and threats can be measured.

It is recommended that the index of habitat change monitoring method be utilized for at least the next
two to four years of monitoring. Three to five years of data should be enough to test the ability of the
method for measuring habitat changes. Any observer bias will also be dampened with additional data
collection. It should be noted that the transects established in 2001 measure only a sub-sample of the
entire habitat at most larger occurrences. Current transects may not adequately represent the overall
condition of the entire occurrence; additional transects may need to be established. Unless transects are
established at most sub-populations, occurrence-wide threat and condition observations must also
continue. However, the transect monitoring data can be used as a valuable decision aid when
determining future conservation actions.
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